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'dissolved with the greatest difficulty; but whether the sacra-
mental or the contract view of marriage be taken, the union is,
as a matter of fact, in the vast majority of cases, of a permanent
nature in all countries and among all religions, though I grieve
to have to admit that, having lived among Muhammadans frotfl
1848 to within two years, in spite of their " unlimited opportunity
for divorce," I have known of more cases of divorce among
Christians than among them. I have also no hesitation in
affirming that in kindness to their family, to the learned or aged,
to strangers, and to the brute creation, the bulk of Muham-
madans are a pattern to so-called Christians.

A few words may be said regarding the much-abused subject
of Muhammadan polygamy. Apart from the fact that polygamy
tends to provide for the surplus fen.ale population in the few
places where there is such surplus, and that polygamy is a check
on prostitution and its attendant evils, as also a protection against
illegitimacy of birth, it cannot be denied that the vast majority
of Muhammadans have only one wife. This is largely due to the
teaching of Muhammadanism.

Muhammad came into a state of society where to have a
daughter was considered to be a misfortune, and where female
Children were sometimes buried alive. There was no limit to the
number of women that a paan could marry, and they were a part
of the property divided among the heirs of a deceased person.

On the unlimited polygamy which produced this state of things
Muhammad put a check; he directed that a man could only enter
into the marriage contract with two, three, or four wives, if he
could behave with equal justice and equal love to them all.

Unless he could do that he was only permitted to marry one
wife. Now as, practically, no one can be, as a rule, equally fair
and loving to two or more wives, the spirit of Muhammad'*
legislation is clearly in favour of monogamy.

He also raised woman from the condition of being a property
to that of a proprietor, and he constituted her as the first "legal"
sharer whose interests the Muhammadan law has to consult.

The allegation has been made against Muhammad that by his
own example he justified profligacy.

Let this statement be examined. Fortunately, we are not
dealing with a legendary individual, but with an historical person,
whose almost every act and saying is recorded in the Hadis or
collections of traditions, which, next to the Koran, form, a rule
of Muhammadan conduct. These " Acts of the Apostles" are
subjected to the most stringent rules of criticism as to their
authenticity, and unless the story of an act or saying of the
Prophet can be traced to one of his own companions, it is thrown